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action can be properly represented by a drawing seems to be more
paradoxical than are a child's unnaturalistic proportions. What does
Biihler mean when he says that the child cannot ""see properly"?
The child sees properly according to his mental structure, and the
adult sees properly according to his structure. An American adult,
overlooking some details in Xavajo sand paintings because unaware
of their significance; would, in the eyes of a Xavajo child for whom
these details are leading features, be seeing very improperly. If a
child omits some features, for instance the arms, this does not neces-
sarily mean that the child has either a defective perception or an in-
ability for representation. In one case, a 3-year-old child, drawing
his sister, remarked: "My sister has no arms, I don't want to give
her arms'* (Fig. 51). Thus the lack of arms appeared as conditioned
by aggression. In another case a little girl drew herself without
arms, and the analysis revealed that the child was projecting her
wish not to use her hands for masturbation. Omitted features such
as the arms may have a magic value, being either an aggressive wish
(first case) or a taboo (second case). Some missing features, how-
ever, may be considered by the child as of no importance in a draw-
ing in which only main features are represented. Such missing
features may be of no more value to the child than an omitted but-
ton on a dress would be to the artist.
THE SYNTHESIS
Characteristic of children's drawings is their synthesis, which
very often does not coincide with objects as we see them. The body,
for instance, may be omitted^ the legs being attached directly to the
head. Investigators treat this factor too in negative terms? compar-
ing it to the "defective powers of synthesis'* of primitive people and
the mentally diseased. It has become a custom in psychology to
identify different manifestations if they have some elements in com-
mon* Very elementary experience suggests that this need not be the
case at alL The fact that a parrot and a man both use speech does
not make them similar. If we find similar factors in different be-
ings we must Investigate whether such factors also have similar
fottctiojis* This is not at all the case with children? primitive peo-
ple, and abnormal people, because abnormal people are abnormal,
primitive people are primitive, and children are children f Even if
they show similarities of egression, their structure is as different
from each other as that of a little child from an adult. In the same
way we are not jtistified, when comparing a child's synthesis with aa
adult's synthesis, in calling the format "defective." The diitd's syn-